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Multiphase field models have emerged as an important computational tool for understanding

biological tissue while resolving single-cell properties.

While they have successfully reproduced

many experimentally observed behaviors of living tissue, the theoretical underpinnings have not
been fully explored. We show that a two-dimensional version of the model, which is commonly
employed to study tissue monolayers, can be derived from a three-dimensional version in the presence
of a substrate. We also show how viscous forces, which arise from friction between different cells,
can be included in the model. Finally, we numerically simulate a tissue monolayer, and find that

intercellular friction tends to solidify the tissue.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase field models have been used extensively to de-
scribe the behavior of monolayers of living cells [TH7].
In these models, each cell is described by a scalar field
defined to be unity where the cell is and zero outside.
The dynamics of the field is governed by thermodynamic
forces controlled by gradients in the local chemical poten-
tial and advection by the cell’s own velocity, which in turn
arises from cell motility and interactions with other cells.
The phase field model is highly versatile, as it allows the
inclusion of repulsive and adhesive cell-cell interactions,
cell contractility and motility, dissipative forces due to in-
tercellular friction and friction with a substrate, and cell
division and apoptosis. In contrast to vertex [8-H12] and
Voronoi [13, [14] models, which are generally restricted
to confluent tissue, with no gaps between cells (although
versions applicable to non-confluent situations have been
implemented [I5] [16]), it naturally allows both variations
in cell shape and cell density. Phase field models have
been shown to capture several experimentally observed
behaviors, including solid-liquid transitions in dense bi-
ological tissue [I7, [I8], the emergence of nematic and
hexatic order in epithelial layers [I9], and the correlation
between topological defects in the tissue structure and
biological functions, such as cell extrusion and apopto-
sis [20]. Extensions to three dimensions are also being
implemented [20), 21].

An important component of the phase field model is
the free energy functional that governs the shape of the
phase field representing a cell. Processes such as self-
propulsion and collisions with other cells can drive de-
formations of a cell from its preferred shape, which incur
a free energy penalty, resulting into a passive thermo-
dynamic (or capillary) stress [22]. Different realizations
of the model have either included [17, [I8], 20, 23-29] or
neglected [19] [30, BI] the resulting forces in the force
balance equation, and it remains unclear whether the in-
clusion of such passive stress in controlling the cell ad-
vection velocity is crucial in determining the collective

dynamics of the tissue. Finally, most studies start with
a set of particle-like, two-dimensional (2D) equations for
individual phase fields focusing on the in-plane dynamics
of the cells on the substrate, and a theory that explicitly
links the full 3D phase field dynamics of the tissue to this
effective 2D dynamics is still lacking.

In this paper, we derive a set of effective 2D equations
of motion for the cells by starting from a model of inter-
acting cells in 3D and then averaging out the dynamics in
the direction normal to the substrate, in the limit where
the height of each cell is small compared to its lateral ex-
tent [32,[33]. This derivation shows that passive capillary
stress naturally arises in the force balance equation from
the interactions of cells with a frictional substrate. Using
simulations, we further demonstrate that these passive
stresses play a significant role in controlling the rheolog-
ical state of the tissue. A new element of our work is
the inclusion of cell-cell friction which leads to viscous-
type forces at the tissue scale and proves to also have
an important effect on the solid-liquid transition. The
method considered here is analogous to the lubrication
approximation commonly used in fluid dynamics to de-
rive equations for a thin liquid film [34].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we develop the theoretical framework for averag-
ing the out-of-plane dynamics by considering a simpler
system with a single cell located on the substrate. We
show how one can derive a 2D particle-like description of
the cell, with its kinematic properties, such as its velocity
and self-propulsion polarity, arising from coarse-grained
body forces (and captured by coarse-grained body veloc-
ity vectors). In Section III, we extend this framework
to modeling multiple cells on the substrate. In partic-
ular, we incorporate viscous stress within the 3D tissue
and demonstrate that it encapsulates pairwise friction
between cells in the projected 2D dynamics. Section IV
provides simulation results from solving the projected 2D
equations of motion for the cells. Notably, we find that
passive stresses strongly influence collective motion, for
instance, in altering the transition boundary of the solid-
liquid transition driven by cell deformability and activity.



Finally, in Section V we summarize the results and dis-
cuss implications of this work.

II. MODEL FOR A SINGLE CELL

We begin by examining the case of a single cell situ-
ated on a planar rigid substrate. This allows one to fa-
miliarize with the phase field approach in modeling cells
and develop the fundamental framework for deriving the
effective 2D dynamics of the cell, which can then be gen-
eralized to multiple cells. Our goal is to apply the thin-
layer approximation to reduce the cell dynamics from 3D
to 2D and to derive a particle-like equation of motion for
the phase field, whereby the cell, treated as a deformable
particle, is advected by a coarse-grained body velocity
vector instead of a field. As shown later, this provides
a computationally tractable framework for incorporating
intercellular friction when there are multiple cells.

A. 3D free energy and force balance

We model the cell to be in the positive half-plane,
described in Cartesian coordinates X = (x,z), where
z € [0, h] and the substrate is at z = 0 (see Fig. [I). The
cell has a height h and an interfacial thickness £. Peri-
odic boundary conditions are assumed in the z-y plane
for convenience, without loss of generality. We describe
the cell using a phase field ¢(X), where ¢ = 1 for regions
within the cell and ¢ ~ 0 for those outside the cell. This
phase field represents the local concentration of cellular
content (i.e., active matter and water).

For the phase field to capture the morphology of a cell,
we impose a free energy F with two contributions. First,
there is a Cahn-Hilliard-type free energy given by

FO = / dX fM=r / dX [f(¢) +E(Ve)*] , (1)
in which

f(@) =d*(¢ - 1) (2)

favors ¢ close to 0 or 1 when minimizing F¢%. The sec-
ond term in Eq. penalizes the formation of interfaces
and ensures the maintenance of a single coherent droplet,
with x an interfacial tension and £ a length scale that con-
trols the thickness of the interfacial region. The surface
tension v of the cell (related to the excess free energy to
form the interface) can be written as v = k£/3.

Second, we assume that the total cell volume V' is not
strictly conserved but fluctuates around a preferred value
Vo (e.g., water can leave or enter the cell). This is incor-
porated as a soft constraint in the free energy as

2
FV =V, (1—“/:)) =A\VpoV?, (3)

substrate

Figure 1. Illustration of the assumed profile for ¢., as in
Eq. , where ¢, approaches 1 on the substrate (z = 0) and
transitions from 1 to 0 at a height h over a small width &.
Inset: Illustration of the model cell in 3D.

where we defined the cell volume to be
Ve = [axe. (4)

We account for the effect of mechanical forces acting on
the cell using the Cauchy momentum equation. In the
limit where the system is overdamped and body forces
are absent, this equation becomes

VﬂEaﬂ =0, (5)

which is a statement of force balance and momentum
conservation, where ¥,3 are components of the total 3D
stress tensor of the cell (we use Greek indices for Carte-
sian components in 3D and Latin indices for those in
2D and observe Einstein summation convention). In this
work, since we are interested in the 2D in-plane dynamics
of the cell, we only focus on these components of this set
of equations (i.e. &« =a € {z,y}). The boundary condi-
tions we assume here are that X,,(x,2z = 0) # 0, as the
basal layer of the cell interacts with the substrate (i.e.,
there is momentum exchange), and ¥,.(x,z = h) =~ 0,
which imposes a free boundary at the cell’s apical surface.

We consider two types of stress acting on each cell
element:

1
Yop = Eg%s + Ez% . (6)
Here, %' is a passive thermodynamic (or capillary)
stress that arises from cell deformation and is governed

by the relation [22]

VoSP = Vo, (7)



where u = 6F/d¢ is the exchange chemical potential,
given by

n=2k[0(6—1)(26 — 1) — V6] —4AVH.  (8)
With some algebra, one can further verify that
Shg = —0apll — 2kE3(Vad)(V9) 9)

where TI = p¢ — fH + 2X\6V$? is an osmotic pressure
(see Appendix |A)).

The other stress ZZOI accounts for active processes
that drive cell motility. The self-propulsion of a cell
is largely mediated by traction forces transmitted to
the cell-substrate interface involving actin-based protru-
sions [7]. For simplicity, we choose to model this phe-
nomenologically, with details presented in the next sec-
tion. We note that one can also incorporate other pro-
cesses such as active cell contractility into the force-
balance equation, which will not change the 3D-to-2D
projection framework presented here.

B. From 3D to 2D dynamics

To derive a 2D particle-like model for the cell moving
on a substrate from the full 3D description, we make the
following approximations. First, we assume a separation
of length scales: the interface width £ is much smaller
than the height A of the cell in the z direction, which in
turn is smaller than the cell’s typical lateral extension ¢ —
ie., £ € h < £. Second, we neglect spatial variations of
the frictional forces with the substrate and of the active
forces that drive cell motility over the area of the cell
and define single degrees of freedom describing motility
and propulsion for a cell. This will become important in
developing a computationally tractable model of many
interacting cells. We further assume that the phase field
can be separated into the product of in-plane (L) and
out-of-plane (z) fields as

P(X) = dL(x) P2(2) . (10)

This factorization facilitates the operation of averaging
the phase field over the z direction. Under this assump-
tion, the cell’s cross-sectional shape is independent of z,
though it can evolve over time. Inspired by the phase
field profile for a binary fluid, we assume the cell’s verti-
cal profile takes the form

¢z(z):% {Htanh(h:ﬂ, (11)

which is a smoothed step-wise function (see Fig. [1)).

We now proceed to obtain an in-plane-only descrip-
tion of the model by averaging various quantities ¢ over
the z direction. More precisely, we define this z-average
operation as

a) = o / dzg(X) . (12)

Taking the z-average of the force balance equation
[Eq. ] and applying the boundary conditions lead to

Vioab = ta(x) (13)
where we defined the 2D stress tensor
Oab = h¥ap (14)
and
ta(x) = XP¥(x,2 =0) + 22 (x,2=0)  (15)

represents the traction force per unit area that the cell
exerts on the substrate [35]. Given that cell motility is
generated through cell-substrate interaction, we assume
that the magnitude of this stress is most dominant at the
boundary in the shear components of the surface normal

to the substrate [i.e., ¥P%(x, 2 = 0) > hfg;l(x)]. Hence,

we neglect the term iz,‘jl in the averaged force balance
. . = =Pbas
equation and consider X, = X, .

To make progress, we determine an expression for each
side of Eq. (13), neglecting terms of O(¢/h). For the left-
hand side, we directly evaluate the z-average of the ther-
modynamic stress and then take the divergence. Using
the fact that ¢7 = 1 + O(&£/h) for any positive integer n
(Appendix , we find

pas

hiab = _6abHJ- - 2KL€Q(VG¢J—)(vb¢L) ) (16)

where IT; = pu, ¢ — fCH(p1)+2)1 1 5A¢? is a 2D osmotic
pressure, with §A = 1— A/Ag denoting the difference be-
tween the actual 2D cross-sectional cell area A = [dx ¢
and the preferred value Ay. Here, p, = §F, /0¢ is a 2D
chemical potential obtained from a 2D free energy

FL= k) /dx [(61) +E(V.161)%]
+ A Ap A2 ,

(17)

where k; = hx and A} = hA (full calculations are shown
in Appendix . The last term in Eq. is a soft con-
straint on the cell area. Under the approximation that
the height h of the cell is fixed, volume fluctuations di-
rectly determine area fluctuations, as observed in experi-
ments on MDCK cell monolayers [36]. By the same argu-
ment of how Eq. is related to Eq. @, the divergence
of this z-averaged stress is therefore

Vioap = hVpXap = —¢ 1 Vap - (18)

For the traction force on the right-hand side of
Eq. (13)), we have X235 (x,z = 0) ~ 0 (see Appendix [C),
and so t, ~ YPo(x,z = 0). In line with previous
theoretical studies on modeling cell-substrate interac-
tion [33] [37, [38], we write down this force phenomeno-
logically as

t(x) =T, v(x) —f(x), (19)



where I") is a friction per unit area, which we assume to
be constant, f(x) is a propulsion force density, and v(x)
is the in-plane advection velocity field of the cell. We do
not model the traction force at a subcellular level and
thus do not assume a specific form for f(x). However,
previous approaches have done so via additional fields
that describe actin dynamics within the cell [11 [3 5].
Finally, combining Egs. , , and , we write

the in-plane force balance statement as

FLV(X) = f(X) - ¢LVLPJL . (20)

C. Particle-like equation of motion

The in-plane force balance equation derived in the pre-
vious section allows one to solve for the cell velocity field,
which can then be used for advecting the phase field of
the cell over time. Generalizing this approach to multiple
cells, whereby there are multiple velocity fields for indi-
vidual cells, is challenging, as one needs to consider the
boundary conditions between different fields at their in-
terfaces, especially when these interfaces can evolve over
time. To construct a framework that is simple to ex-
tend to the multicellular regime, we adopt a particle-like
approach in describing the cell’s kinematics, which is in
line with the methods used in other phase-field modeling
studies [17,[19] [30]. Specifically, we define coarse-grained
body vectors for the cell advection velocity v© and polar-
ity p¢ with components

ve = de(bJ-v(X)
o de(bJ_ ’

o Jdxif(x)
- FLvode(ﬁL ’

where vy is the magnitude of cell motility. Hence, the
in-plane force balance equation becomes
Jdx 1 Vi

T v¢=T ¢ = =, 2
1V 1P de(bL (3)

To incorporate noisy processes in a minimal way, we as-
sume that the polarization vector p¢ = (cos 0(t), sin 6(t))
undergoes simple rotational diffusion with

d0(t) = /2D, dW(t) , (24)

where W (t) is a Wiener process and D, is the rotational
diffusion constant. This form for the self-propulsion is the
same as used previously in models of cells as deformable
active Brownian particles [19] [30], with v¢ = vop°.

Finally, with the cell velocity defined, one can deter-
mine the time evolution of the phase field ¢. Since this
field is not conserved over time, its dynamics can be de-
scribed by an advective-relaxational (Model A-like) equa-
tion of motion [39]:

(21)

(22)

1
OpL +v°-Vig, = “pahL (25)

4

where I'? is the inverse mobility that sets the character-
istic relaxation time of the cell.

III. MODEL FOR MULTIPLE CELLS

We now extend the theory developed in the previous
section to incorporate multiple cells, which are repre-
sented as individual phase fields. We begin by discussing
changes in notation to accommodate multiple cells and
modifications to the free energy and the force balance
equation to account for intercellular interactions. We
next perform the 3D-to-2D projection as in the single-
cell case and derive a particle-like equation of motion for
each cell.

A. Notation, 3D free energy, and force balance

The system which we consider now is that of a cell
monolayer with N cells. The monolayer has a uniform
height h (i.e., no cell-to-cell variation) and a lateral di-
mension L in the xz-y plane. We denote with ¢; the phase
field describing cell ¢ (with ¢ =1,..., N) and assume, as
in the single-cell case, that it can be factorized into in-
plane and out-of-plane fields. Since there is no variation
in height, we describe all cells with the same height pro-
file ¢.(2) [Eq. (11)] and write ¢;(X) = ¢;1(x) ¢=(2), Vi.

Furthermore, we define
N N
=D "¢i=0. ¢iL=0.DL, (26)
i=1 i=1

which describes the total tissue content (including water)
at a specific point within the system. Note that summa-
tion involving cell indices i is always explicitly written,
unlike summation over indices for Cartesian components.

To take into account cell-cell interactions, we modify
the free energy functional by incorporating a steric re-
pulsion term to minimize cell overlap:

N
€
FreP:§ZZ/dX¢? 7 (27)
i=1 j#i

with e controlling the strength of the repulsion. The full
free energy functional now reads

N
7= Z; [“/dx [£(#0) + E2(Vi)?] + A\Vod V)

53 [axe].

J#i

(28)

where f(¢:) = ¢2 (¢ — 1) and §V; = 1 — V;/Vp, with
V; = [ dX ¢? being the volume of cell i.

Having multiple cells also changes the force balance
equation. We consider three contributions to the total



tissue stress:
| )
Yapg = oy +205 + 305, (29)
where %77 now denotes the passive thermodynamic

stress on the cell monolayer, Ei%l the phenomenological
stress associated with active processes that drive tissue
propulsion, and E‘gg represents viscous dissipation aris-
ing from cell-cell friction. More precisely, the thermody-

namic stress is defined by the relation
N
VSl ==Y ¢iVaui (30)
i=1

and, with some algebra (Appendix [A]), we obtain

N
oS aafn )

i=1 J#i (31)
— 2%52(%@)(%@)1 ;

where II; = pi¢; — O (¢;) + 2A6Vig? and p; = 0F /5¢;
is the exchange chemical potential of cell ¢, given by

pi = 25 [¢i(¢i — 1)(2; — 1) — 2V ;]

—ANOVii + 2e; Y 2 . (32)
J#i

The last term Z;’jg in Eq. accounts for intercellu-
lar friction by modelling it as a viscous-like stress in the
tissue, given by

) 2
EZIE =n(VaVp + VﬁVa) + <C — 377) 008V~ Vs, (33)

where 1 and ¢ are the shear and bulk viscosity, respec-
tively [40]. V,, are components of a coarse-grained tissue
velocity or flow field, and we assume the in-plane com-
ponents can factorize as

z
h?

and V, = 0 (i.e., the tissue motion in the z direction is
negligible compared to its lateral motion). The parabolic
velocity profile V(z) takes into account that the cell is
fixed to the substrate at z = 0 [i.e., no-slip boundary con-
ditions (B.C.) with V,(x,0) = 0] and has a free boundary
at z = h [i.e., slip B.C. with V,(x,h) = V| 4(x)]. The
in-plane profile V| takes the form

VoX) =V, ox)V(2) =V a(x) 52h—2) (34

N

Vi) = -3 v, (35)

i=1

where v§ is the coarse-grained, body velocity vector of
cell i as introduced in the single-cell model [see Eq. (2I)].
As shown later, this mathematical form of the stress and
the tissue flow profile encapsulates the pairwise friction
between cells of the form v{ — v§ at the particle level.

B. From 3D to 2D dynamics

To formulate 2D in-plane equations of motion for the
cells, we start from the in-plane components of the force
balance equations (VgX,s = 0) and average them over
z, using the same boundary conditions as in the single-
cell case [i.e., ¥y, (x,2 =0) # 0 and X,.(x,2 = h) =~ 0].
Similar to before, we find

Voo = hVy (Shy + 50 ) = Ta(x),  (36)
with the tissue traction force density T,(x) given by
To(x) = 82 (x,2 = 0) + X3P (x,2 = 0) . (37)

In writing down these equations, we have used the fact
that ¥25(x, 2 = 0) ~ 0 (see Appendix [D)) and made the
assumption YP%(x,z = 0) > higgl(x), as done in the
single-cell case.

To proceed further, we explicitly evaluate the z-
averages of the stresses in Eq. and the traction con-
tributions in Eq. (37). Similar to the single-cell case,
the divergence of the averaged in-plane thermodynamic
stress is

N
Fgas = hvbfng = — Z ¢ilvaﬂiL ) (38)

i=1

where p;, is the 2D exchange chemical potential for cell
i (see Appendix D] for details). For the divergence of the
averaged in-plane viscous stress, we obtain

FYS = WV S, = niVeVoVia +viVaVeVis, (39)
where v, =y +1n,/3, 7. =2nh/3, and {, = 2Ch/3.

For the traction, we again treat the term originated
from active cell processes driving self-propulsion phe-
nomenologically and write

¥Pol(x, 2 = 0) = TPV . (x) — FP(x) , (40)

where TS"" is a friction constant and FP°' are compo-
nents of a coarse-grained tissue force field constructed
from the propulsion of individual cells (see definition be-
low). An additional contribution to the traction arises
from the viscous stress, which has the same form as a
friction (Appendix @:

_ 3ny

Sz = 0) = TEVLa6) =T VL) . (41)

Combining the two contributions to the traction, we find
T(x) = —F"" —F' =T [V, (x) —vwPL(x)] , (42)

where we have defined F*'° = —-T',V,(x), with T} =

I+ 7Y and that P (x) is the tissue polarization field
given by

ol O
P = = — E i1 P 4
1(x) I' v (o} P OiLPi (43)



with p§ being the coarse-grained polarity vector of cell
i [Eq. ] Finally, putting together all the results in
this section and neglecting terms of O(&/h), we obtain
the following multi-cellular force balance equation for the
tissue

Fpas + Fsub + Fpol + Fvis -0. (44)

C. Solving for cell velocities and the equations of
motion for individual phase fields

The tissue force balance equation that we just derived
encodes the dynamics of all interactions between cells.
We now utilize this equation to extract the body veloci-
ties v§ of individual cells, which are needed in the equa-
tions of motion for updating the phase fields ¢;, similar
to the single-cell case [see Eq. ] Because the tissue
velocity field V|, by construction, linearly interpolates
v$ [Eq. }, one can employ standard linear algebra
techniques to solve for these velocities.

To this end, we first observe that Eq. is written at
a continuum level for each position x, and that it is more
convenient to work with this equation at the “particle”
or cellular level. This can be done by projecting this
equation onto each cell (say cell i), whereby we perform
the operation

£ = /dX ¢iL FY, (45)

on each force term Y and write the force balance equation
for the cell as

MR P (46)

The first three force terms can be expressed as

N
e = — Z/dx it Vipji, (47)
j=1
N
f?ub — —FL Z OZ]V; 5 (48)
Jj=1
N
f?OI = FJ_UO Z Oljpj 5 (49)
j=1

where we defined the degree of overlap between cells 4
and j to be

Oij = / dx ¢’3$ij . (50)

For the viscous force term, we find

N
£ = Z/dxMij (VL =v9) . (51)
j=1

where

M, — q)il . Tr (D)1 +v.Dyl  (52)
with D;; = (Vl@L)(VL@-L)T. Here, M;; is a tensor
associated with the extent of interfacial overlap between
cells 7 and j. Full details of this calculation can be found
in Appendix Indeed, by making the approximation
that three-body overlaps are rare (i.e., products involv-
ing three different phase fields and/or their gradients are
negligible), one can further show that

£ ~ Z/dxﬁij (v§—v9) (53)

J#i

where M;; contains terms similar to M;; (see Ap-
pendix . Hence, the viscous stress that we formulated
at the tissue level allows us to recover pairwise friction
between cells at the cellular level.

To make further progress, we note that only f5*° and
fY" have terms that are linear in v¢, while other force
terms do not. This motivates us to write the cellular level
force balance equation [Eq. (46])] as a matrix equation
with coupled advection velocities. Using the identity

N N ¢
D (Vidin) Vi=3 (VIR v, (54)
j=1

Jj=1

we rewrite the viscous force on cell 7 as
N
—Z[’IN_TI‘ (Kij)]-"‘VJ_Kij] -V; 5 (55)

j=1

vis _
£ris =

where K;; has components
Va®i 1 (V@
Kijoy = /dx% [vb(i,ﬂ _ %bﬁ (56)
1 1
By defining
Aij = [ULTI‘ (Kij) —|— FLOij] 1 + VLKij (57)

and £$ = 2% 4 f2°! which does not depend on v¢, we
can now cast the force balance equation in the following
matrix form

A Agg Ay vi £

Az Ag Aoy v 5

o . S I e I
Apni Ans - AnN vy £y

As aresult, the body velocity of each cell v§ can be found
by inverting this matrix equation. This velocity is then
used to update the phase field ¢;, , which obeys the fol-
lowing equation of motion:

1
OrdiL +vi - VidiL = —pahiL - (59)

Solving Egs. and iteratively by numerical means
allows us to simulate the dynamics of the cell monolayer
over time using a particle-like approach.
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Figure 2. Solid-liquid phase diagrams of a 2D cell monolayer in the plane of deformability d and Péclet number Pe. Yellow
circles denote the liquid phase, and purple squares denote the solid phase. The left frame corresponds to the case where both
passive thermodynamic forces and cell-cell friction are neglected in the force balance equation for the cell velocity. The phase
diagram shown in the middle frame is obtained by including passive forces, but not cell-cell friction. Both forces are included

in the right frame.

IV. EFFECT OF THE PASSIVE STRESS ON
THE SOLID-LIQUID TRANSITION

Previous work employing phase-field models to de-
scribe cell monolayers has either included or neglected
passive thermodynamic forces in the force balance equa-
tion for each cell. To quantify the effect of these forces on
the rheological state of the monolayer, we simulate sys-
tems of 100 cells at various surface tensions v, = k1 &/3
and self-propulsion velocities vg. We characterize the rel-
ative importance of surface tension to steric repulsion via
the deformability parameter d = e, £R/(12v, R), a di-
mensionless number which measures the extent to which
cells in contact change their shape or overlap. Previ-
ous work has shown that tuning cell deformability yields
qualitative changes in the melting and rheology of the
monolayer [30, BI]. The cells’ motility is quantified by
the Péclet number Pe = vy/(RD,.), which is the ratio of
the cell’s persistence length to its size. Finally, we also
examine the role of cell-cell friction controlled by the vis-
cosity 11, which sets the length scale &, = /1, /T"| over
which the velocities between different cells are correlated.

Fig. [2] shows the solid-liquid phase diagrams for the
system as determined by the effective diffusivity Deg =
limy oo MSD(t)/(4Dgt), where Dy = v¢/(2D,.) is the dif-
fusivity of an isolated cell, and where we choose a cut-
off of Deg = 0.002 to differentiate the liquid and solid
states. It is evident that while the three phase diagrams
show the same qualitative behavior, both passive thermo-
dynamic forces and cell-cell friction tend to solidify the
monolayer, shifting the melting line to larger deformabil-
ity and motility.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

2D phase field models have often been used in place
of 3D ones due to the large computational cost of nu-
merically solving the equations for each cell’s field. Here,
we have shown that the connection between 3D and 2D
phase field models for cells on a substrate can be made
explicit by averaging over the out-of-plane direction. In
doing so, we arrive at a model of cells on a substrate
as deformable particles, where their shape is described
by a 2D field, which is advected by a body velocity vec-
tor determined from force balance. A similar approach
could be used to derive equations for phase field models
which include additional interactions, such as adhesion
or active stresses from sources other than traction (e.g.,
stresses transmitted via adherens junctions).

We have also considered the effect of intercellular
friction on the solid-liquid transition of the monolayer.
Other work [24] has phenomenologically incorporated
viscous interactions as a function of differences in cell po-
larity, but here we show that the effect of friction between
cells can be derived from a viscous interaction of the cell
velocities. We then show that these viscous forces result
in an increase in the required motility for the monolayer
to melt, at low and high cell deformabilities. This model
will enable future work to further elucidate the role of
intercellular friction in cell monolayers.
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Appendix A: Deriving the passive
thermodynamic stress

In this appendix, we first review the derivation of
the constitutive relation for the passive thermodynamic
stress X2 for the single-cell case (see also [22]), before
extending the theory to the case with multiple cells. Re-
call that the single-cell free energy is

F=FCH L FV = / dX fN(p, Vo) + VsV, (A1)
where the Cahn-Hilliard free energy density is
7 = k[ 1(0) + € (Vo) (A2)

with

f(@)=¢*(¢—1)

and that the passive force density arising from deforma-
tions that cause the cell to deviate from the ideal profile,
as set by the free energy, is

—Vap = —Va(M¢) +uVag.

Here, the exchange chemical potential u is given by

(A3)

VpEh% =

aff (A4)

S v )
with z¥ = 0FV /6¢. Using the fact that
v fOH _ agZH Vb + gé(;;vavm . (A6)
we obtain
Vot = Vo fH — Vg (%vm) + 1 Voo
= V5[~ bus (2)\6\/(;55— FOH) (AT)
—266*(Va0)(Vp0)]
and so
VsEag = Vo[ = dapll = 266*(Va0)(Vp0)] . (A)
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where IT = p¢ — fCH + 206V ¢%. As a result, we identify
that the passive thermodynamic stress is given by

—0apll — 26E(Vad)(V59) ,

as stated in Eq. @ in the main text.

Extending this theory to multiple phase fields requires
some careful analysis. Nailvely, one might think that the
passive stress can be constructed by adding the corre-
sponding stress contributions from individual cells. This
is valid as long as there are no interactions between cells,
which is not the case here, as there is steric repulsion
between them. As we shall see, it is not possible, in gen-
eral, to write down the passive force density on each cell
element as the divergence of a cellular stress tensor due
to the intercellular terms. We begin by writing down the
free energy for multiple cells, which can be expressed in
the following form:

N

F=> dX O 4 AVpo V2
_(/ z 1)
+ZZ/dxlnt

i=1 j#i

ypas _

afBf T (Ag)

(A10)

where we have assumed all interactions are pairwise and
denoted

fCH = fH(4:, Vi),
= (g, d, Vi, V) .

We also assume that these interactions are symmetric

(A11)
(A12)

o= g (A13)
and this is indeed the case within our model, since

‘“t = 6¢2¢2 From the free energy, we find the exchange
chemlcal potentlal for cell 7 is

§F oftH B ofcH

— - 14
M 56 T 00 Pavee
ZZ( mt 8 1nt ) (A14)
G=1 k#j (9@171 8v[3¢z

Here, the summed terms arise from pairwise interactions
between cells. Since they are only non-zero when j = 4
or k=i and that f}}' is symmetric, we can write

1 N b Ju];t . o Jl%t
522 ;P OVaoy
=1 k#j
' (A15)
o fint o fint
N (agl _vﬁavwa&) '
i# N\ o

We now proceed with the same approach as the single-
cell case to determine the constitutive relation for the
thermodynamic stress. Let

Fro = —0iVapi = —Va(pidi) + 1iVadi (Al6)



be the passive thermodynamic force density acting on cell
element i. Using the relation

ofcH ofCH
« o= : aPi ! @ % Al
Vaofi a¢iv¢+avﬁ¢ivv5¢, (A17)
we can write
Vati =VaftH -V angv¢_ + u Vadi
a®Pir — Val; 8 8V ¢i a®Pq M a®Pq
mt 8 mt
+ Z ( > Va¢i )
j#i 8V (bl
(A18)
and therefore
b fCH
FP% — Vg ( —Gusll —
i, VB( 6(xﬁ 7 oV ¢z oc(bz)
A19)
8 int a int (
+;<a¢l 8V6¢Z>Va¢i,

where IT; = p;¢;— fCH4+2A6V;¢2. Clearly, the presence of
the interaction terms makes it not possible to write FY%
as the divergence of a stress tensor. Nevertheless, we now
show that the total thermodynamic force density, from
summing Fpa over 4, can be expressed as the divergence
of a stress, Wthh is expected since all internal forces must
cancel. To this end, we observe that

N
Va ) D " (61,65, Vi, V)

it . . (A20)
1n 8 1n
235 (Wvsos g Ev.wn)
i=1 j#i ¢
where we have exploited the symmetry of mt. Hence,
summing over all pairwise interactions leads to
1nt a mt
Z Z a 3v Vadi
e lewy (bz ¢5
. - (A21)
in Hfin
—VﬁZZ<aﬁ - = vaasi) ,
i=1 j#i 2 avﬁ('bz

and so the total passive thermodynamic force density on
the tissue can be written as

Z FP% = Vb (A22)
where
N int
as L L
w3 | (-2 )
=1 i (A23)

O~ O
- <6Vm 25 @)V“‘“

is the thermodynamic stress on the tissue. It should be
noted that the divergence of the summand in this equa-
tion does not give the same result as F*% = —¢;V,pu;
due to the interaction terms. Finally, s{lbstituting the
fact that f?* = ep7¢37, we arrive at

N
DEDY [— Bap (Hi - §Z¢?¢?)

i=1 J#i (A24)
— 2k€2(Vati) (Vi)

)

which is the result stated in Eq. (31)).

Appendix B: z-average of powers of the phase field

The goal of this section is to explicitly calculate the z-
average of the assumed height profile of the phase field,

which is given by
h—z
. B1
=)o

Specifically, we show that in the limit where the interface
thickness € of the cell is much smaller than its height h
(i.e., e = £/h < 1), one can write the average of this
profile to any arbitrary power n as

6:(z) = % [1 +tanh<

—11k(n)etO <e*2/€) : (B2)
where k is a constant to be determined that solely de-
pends on n. This result is used when evaluating z-
averages of various quantities (e.g., the chemical poten-
tial 1), both in the single-cell and multicellular cases. To
verify this result, we first compute an exact expression
for the z-average of ¢7. This integral can be evaluated

as

h
_ﬂ ) dZ {lthanh(

e 96 Pt
- / s {5 (B3)
€ 1
= 5 |:B (g(S),n,O) -B (2;na 0>:| )
where g(g) = £ [1 4 tanh ()] and
B(z;a,b) = /Z det?= (1 —¢)>! (B4)
0

is the incomplete Beta function. This function can be
represented as a series:



where (), denotes the Pochhammer symbol [i.e., rising
factorial with (1),,, = m!]. Next, to determine the behav-
ior of 7 when ¢ < 1, we observe that

m=0 n+m m=n m
n—1 ., (BG)
= log(1 — ()~ Y L

By defining 6 = 1—g(¢) and using the binomial theorem,
we have

B(g(e);n,0) = —log(s) — %
n—1 m m (B7)
_ (_1 k m k
m:l]; m <k>6

Noticing that > | = = H,, is the nth harmonic num-
ber and that the last sum on the right-hand side of this
equation is simply a polynomial in § of degree n — 1, we
can write

B(g(e);n,0) = —1log(d) (B8)

n—1
—Hyy— Y Cpd™
m=1

for some finite coefficients C,,,. Now when ¢ < 1, we find

1 1 1 Dy
0= 5 |:1 — tanh (5):| m ~ e s (Bg)
and so
n—1
3(9(6)777‘70) — — ln—-1— Z C 6_2m/6 . (BlO)

Substituting this back to Eq. (B3)), we arrive at the result
stated at the beginning of this section:

o2 _ 5L —2/e
P = 5 [5 H, 1—B (2,11,0) —|—(’)(6 )} B11)

= 1+k(n)€+(9(e*2/5) )

ER AT

Appendix C: Computing the z-average of
the passive stress for a single cell

with

(B12)

In the following, we compute explicitly the z-average of
the in-plane components of the passive thermodynamic
stress P0° for a single cell, which is given by

pas

So = = dap (16— T+ 205V 67

(C1)
—2rE3(Va9)(Vo9) |
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where the chemical potential p can be expressed as
3¢ + ¢ — V9]

We evaluate the averages in Eq. (C1)) term by term. For
the first term, we find

1 = 2k¢ 1 207 — 397 + 1 — VgL
—29.(V29.)9.] — NV G247 + Oe)
where we have used the result ¢? = 1 + O(g) with

= ¢/h. To evaluate the remaining averages in this
expression, we note that, for the given profile of ¢,,

o= 2k [2¢° — —4XVp .  (C2)

(C3)

§Vz¢z = 2¢z(¢z - 1) ) (04)
£2Vg¢z = 4¢z(¢z - 1)(2¢z - 1) ) (05)
which are polynomials of ¢,, and so

§26.V26. = 4 (201 - 357+ 2) = O(e) . (C6)

Now since the cell volume can be expressed as

h J—
— [ @zt [axot —niza, (o1
0

by defining V;, = Agh, we can write

SV =1— 14 —1——¢2—5A+£(1_¢7§>7 (C8)

Vo Ao
with 04 =1— A/Ap, and thus

V2 =5A+0(e) . (C9)
Putting these results together, we obtain
1 = ’”hm +0(e), (C10)
with
po =261 [¢1 (L —1)(20L — 1) — Vi, ] (c11)

— 4N 5AP,

being the exchange chemical potential resulting from a
2D free energy

FL = m/dX [f(¢1) +EH(V1igL)?]
+ A AgdA?

(C12)

where k| = kh and A| = \h. s
The second term in the expression for ¥, can be com-
puted as

o =k [f(qb) + (V1917 + (V20,7

[f(¢L) +E(VLigL)’] +O(e), (C13)



(@) = f(¢1) + O(e)

where we have used the fact that

and the result [see Eq. (C4)]

E(V.0.7 =4 (61 267+ 97) =0(e),  (C14)
For the third and fourth averages, we have
V@2 =3VeZe? = 0402 +0(e)  (C15)
and
(Va0) (Vo) = 62 (Vad1) (Vo 1) (C16)

= (Vad1) (Veor) + O(e) .
Combining Eqs. (C10), (C13), (C15), and (C16), we find

pas

hSp, = — SapllL — 26167 (Vad 1) (Vo)
+0O(e) ,

with 1T} = p ¢, — fCH(qu_) + 2>\J_(SA¢3, as in Eq.
in the main text.

Finally, we show that this passive thermodynamic
stress has a vanishing contribution to the shear stress
acting on the cell along the interface with the substrate.
Using the relation

(C17)

§2vz¢z|z:0 = g |:t341'1h2 (i) — 1:|
_ ¢ —2/e C18
[ )] s
=0 (efz/a) ,
we find
ZEZS(X7 z = O) = _2K£2¢(VG¢L)(VZ¢Z)‘Z:O (Clg)

0 (6*2/5) .

As a result, the traction is solely determined by the
stresses resulting from active processes that drive self-
propulsion, i.e.,

fa(x) = X2 (x, 2 = 0) + O (6—2/6) . (C20)

Appendix D: Computing the z-averages of stresses
for multiple cells in a cell monolayer

In this section, we compute the z-averages of those
stresses that we include in the force balance equation
for multiple cells. First, we consider the average of the
in-plane passive thermodynamic stress, which can be ex-
pressed as (see Appendix

N
= =3 | oM s T
i=1 Ji (D1)

) zg<w><v¢>] |
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where II; = pid; — fCH(¢i) + 2X6Vig2. All z-averages
within the summand can be computed using the same
procedure outlined in Appendix [C] for the single-cell case

[see Egs. (C10), (C13), (C15), and (C16)]. The only

exception is the average of the interaction term, which
can be evaluated as

W = o7, ?J_ = ¢?¢¢?¢ +0(e) ,

(D2)
where we have used the result ¢ = 1+ O(¢c). Hence,

N
—=pas €
hELy = Z l — dab (Hu - ?L Z@i ?J.)

i=1 J#i (Dg)
—2618%(Vati L )(Vodin) | + O(e)

with II; 1 = g1 i1 — O (1) +2X 1 0A;07, . Here, p;1
is a 2D chemical potential for cell ¢ given by
pis =2k1 (i1 (dir — 1) (2¢51 — 1) — V7 ¢4 |

— 4N 6A;pit +2e1 it Z QS?L )
i

(D4)

where €| = eh. Since this 2D stress has the same form
as the 3D one, we can therefore take advantage of the
theory developed in Appendix [A] and write

N
hViSa, ==Y ¢iVapis ,

i=1

(D5)

which is Eq. in the main text. We also claim that
YPas(x 2z = 0) ~ 0. Using the result ¢2V.¢.|.—g =
O (e=%/¢) from Eq. (CIg), we obtain

N
TP (x, 2 = 0) = —26€> Y $i(Vathir)(V22)|:0

i=1
=0 (6_2/6) ,

which is consistent with our claim when ¢ is small.
To average the in-plane viscous stress X7;°, we observe
that

(D6)

— — Zz . . 2
Vo= ViV = Viaz2h—2) = Vie, (D7)

and thus

=Vis

— — 2 -
Eazb =0 (Vavb + vbva> + (C - 377> 6abv'yv'y

1

| (VoVip +VVi,)

(D8)

)

2
+ (CJ_ - 3"71_> 6abvcvj_,c




where we have used the fact that V, = 0 and defined
1L = 2nh/3 and ¢, = 2¢h/3. Taking the divergence, we
then find

=Vis

hVEa, =niVeVeVia+viVaVeVie (D9)
with v, = (i + n1/3, thereby recovering Eq. in
the main text. Finally, we note that this viscous stress
contributes to the traction upon averaging over z. This
is because
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which is the result stated in Eq. .

Appendix E: Projection of the averaged
in-plane viscous stress

This appendix explains how the viscous stress EZ;,S at
the tissue level can give rise to pairwise friction at the
cellular level. First, recall that we define the viscous
body force acting on a cell (say cell i) by projecting the

3. viscous force density at the tissue level FY's = thZZ},S

Ezizs(x, 2=0)=1nV,Valsz0 = 2 —Via, (D10) onto ¢; as follows:
J
fzwas = /dx B FYS = /dX Git (MLVeVeVie+viVaVViy) . (E1)
We evaluate this integral term by term. Integrating by parts and observing that
1 & 1 g
ViVie= 3, Z (Vo1 )V, K > G (Ve )V, = o, D (Vo) (Vo= Via) (E2)
j=1 j=1 j=1
we find
al 1
/dx it VpVpVi o = Z/dx 3 Diie (Via—Via) (E3)
j=1
and
al 1
/dX $itVoVpVip = Z / dx (I)*Dz‘j,ab (Vip—v5,) (E4)
j=1
where Djj op = (Vi1 )(Vp¢;1 ). Combining the results from these two integrals gives
N
fia = Z/dx Mija (Vip—v5s) (E5)
j=1
with
1
Mijap = 3. (11 Dij,cc0ab + V1 Dijab) (E6)

which correspond to Egs. and in the main text (in component form). We now consider the limit when
three-body overlaps are rare and neglect terms in Eq. (E5|) that are products of three different phase fields and/or
their gradients. In that equation, we confront with terms of the form

N N N

1
E:meﬁhw—vb 3, E:Dw®¢M,Wb—%0' (ED)
=1 j=1k=1

Keeping only terms that involve less than three different phase fields, we find

N N N
Z Z Dijab dr1vip = Z Dijab @515y + Z Diijab ¢51V5 5 + Z Dijab i1 viy (ES)
j=1k=1 Jj=1 J#i J#i
and
N N N
S Dijab k15~ Dijab 6i1V5y + > Diiab 15y + Y Dijuab $il V5 - (E9)

i=1 k=1 j=1 J#i J#i



Subtracting Eq. (E8) by Eq. (E9), we can then write

N N
Z Z Dijab P11 (Vi,b - V;,b) ~ ZDij,ab (Vf,b - Vg,b) )

j=1k=1

where we defined

Dij.ab = Dijab @il — Dijab @51 -

Applying this relation to terms in Eq. (E5|), we arrive at

vis A c c
fis ) /dXMw,ab (Vis = Vis) -

J#i
which is the result stated in the main text, with

el

Appendix F: Simulation Details

We report the simulation parameter values in Table[l]
with the preferred cell radius R as the unit of length and
the inverse of the rotational diffusion coefficient D! as
the unit of time. We also use the strength of steric re-
pulsion €, to characterize the energy scales. We employ
finite differences to evolve the field equations and a third-
order upwind scheme for the advection velocities. When
including intercellular friction, we use LAPACK for solv-
ing the matrix equation [Eq. } and, for simplicity, we
set 11 = vy. As in previous work, we parallelize the
model by using an auxiliary field so that we can solve
the individual phase fields on subdomains of dimensions
Lgup, X Lgyp, with fixed boundary conditions ¢; = 0 on
the edge of the subdomain. We shift the position of the
cell within its subdomain when it moves more than two
lattice points in any direction (along with the position
of the subdomain relative to the full simulation lattice),
which allows the cell to remain localized to the center of
its subdomain. We initialize the cells as circles, randomly
positioned but at least R/2 apart in the full domain, with
¢; = 1 inside the cell and ¢; = 0 outside. We perform a
passive run of 10° timesteps to allow the system to equi-
librate and reach confluence. We then turn on motility
(vo # 0) for 10° timesteps before taking data for an ad-

1
Mij.ab = =5 (11 Dij.ccdab + V1 Dijab) -

13

(E10)
i

(E11)

(E12)

(E13)

(

ditional 107 timesteps. We parallelize each simulation on
12 processors via OpenMP.

Parameter Interpretation Dimensions Value(s)
d Deformability - 0.25-4.16
R Ideal cell radius (L] 1
13 Cell interface thickness (L] 1/8
€1 Cell-cell repulsion [E][L]~2 1

AL Cell area constraint [E][L]~2 1
L Cell-cell friction [E][T][L]2 0 or 0.0016
re Inverse mobility [E)[T][L] 2 0.01
r. Cell-substrate friction [E][T][L]~* 0.01
Vo Cell motility [L][T]~"  0.25-2.0
D, Rotational diffusion rate  [T]™* 1
ot Timestep [T] 1072
ox Lattice size [L] 1/8
Lgub Cell subdomain size L] 4.75
L Simulation box size (L] 18.125
) Packing fraction - 0.96

Table I. Parameter value(s) used in the simulations to deter-
mine the phase diagrams.
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